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people of Rhode Island but for the peo-

ple of Nevada and the rest of the coun-
try.
Mr. President, I was going to ask

consent that we proceed to the Small
Business Lending Fund Program but I
have been told by my friends on the
other side of the aisle are not here and
they would object anyway, so there is
no need that I propound that request.

———

SMALL BUSINESS LENDING FUND
ACT OF 2010—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
Calendar No. 435, H.R. 5297. I have a
cloture motion at the desk that relates
to that.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the motion to
proceed to Calendar No. 435, H.R. 5297, the
Small Business Lending Fund Act of 2010.

Harry Reid, Debbie Stabenow, Dianne
Feinstein, Mark Begich, Jeff Merkley,
Bernard Sanders, Carl Levin, Edward
E. Kaufman, Mark L. Pryor, Richard
Durbin, Frank R. Lautenberg, Jeanne
Shaheen, Daniel K. Inouye, Barbara
Boxer, Roland W. Burris, Sherrod
Brown, Mary L. Landrieu.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day, June 28, the Senate return to leg-
islative session and vote on the motion
to invoke cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed to H.R. 5297; that notwithstanding
rule XXII, the Senate then proceed to
executive session and vote on con-
firmation of the nomination of Cal-
endar No. 814, Gary Feinerman to be a
United States District Judge, with the
time running postcloture; and that
upon confirmation, the Senate resume
legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. REID. As in executive session, I
ask unanimous consent that on Mon-
day, June 28, at 5 p.m., the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
Calendar No. 814, the nomination of
Gary Feinerman to be a United States
District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Illinois; that debate on the
nomination extend to 5:30 p.m., with
the time equally divided and controlled
between Senators LEAHY and SESSIONS
or their designees; that upon confirma-
tion, the motion to consider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table, the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action, and the Senate re-
sume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
UNEMPLOYMENT

Ms. STABENOW. In closing, I wish to
take a few more minutes to stress
again how disappointing and, frankly,
outrageous I find what happened to-
night to be as it relates to the con-
tinual 8 weeks of blocking the jobs bill
in front of us, for the ability for people
who are out of work to be able to get
some temporary help just to be able to
keep things going for their family
while they are looking for that next
job. There are almost 1 million people
who find themselves in a situation now
where they have lost their jobs and
have lost their insurance benefits, in-
surance benefits paid in when they
were working to then be able to get
help when they are not working, as any
of us would want for ourselves and our
families.

We are in a situation where we can-
not get beyond—we cannot get even be-
yond one, and we need two Republican
colleagues—we cannot even get one to
be able to join with us to overturn this
filibuster. We have a bill, a jobs bill in
front of us that would provide tax cuts
to businesses, provide help to State and
local and municipal governments to
keep police officers, firefighters, and
teachers on the job in our communities
for our children, and the other side has
said no.

Time after time, no. We are putting
much needed tax cuts, money back into
the pockets of middle-class families.
The other side has said no. We wanted
to help small businesses be able to re-
store credit to create jobs. They said
no. We want to help people who are
going back to school to start a new ca-
reer, people who have been looking for
work, and they have said no. And we
want to make sure we are investing in
the kinds of jobs that are going to re-
build America—roads and bridges,
other kinds of construction efforts,
good-paying jobs for engineers, con-
struction workers. Those provisions
were in this bill, and they have said no.
For people who are out of work, they
have gotten a great big no, no way,
time and time again from colleagues
on the other side of the aisle.

We know that for every $1 we put
into unemployment insurance benefits,
we get, according to Mark Zandi, an
economist, and certainly many other
economists, at least $1.40 back in in-
vestment. Why? Because somebody
goes to the store and buys some food
with that $200 or $300 a month in unem-
ployment benefits. They go buy some
shoes for the kids. They put gas in the
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car. They keep the lights on. They are
able to pay their rent or the mortgage
or do other things we all want to be
able to do for our families, for our chil-
dren. So when you give unemployment
insurance benefits to someone who is
out of work, they, unfortunately for
themselves, have to turn right around
and spend it. But from an economic
standpoint, that is stimulus, which is
why that is viewed as one of the best
economic stimuli you can have, to be
able to provide assistance for people
who are going to turn around and spend
it in the economy.

We are struggling now. Even though
we have the majority in the Senate, we
do not have a supermajority, enough to
stop filibusters. And we are struggling
with a perversion of the Senate rules
that has taken place. I think, frankly,
our forefathers would be rolling over in
their graves to see the perversion that
has gone on here. Instead of using a
majority vote like any of us would use
if we were in an election—one more
vote than the other guy wins the elec-
tion—here one more vote than the
other guy does not get us moving for-
ward because of the efforts to block,
obstruct, and filibuster that go on
every single day and require 60 votes in
order to overcome.

So what are they saying no to? Why
are they blocking and stopping? Why
do we see this continual effort to go
back to the way it was, to go back to
the policies that got us where we are
today? We are in a situation now where
we want to go forward. We want to
change things. We want to go forward.
And all we get are efforts to take us
back.

Well, what was happening then?
What was happening at the place they
want to go? Well, in the last Presi-
dency, when they were in charge, we
saw us lose jobs, more and more jobs
throughout the 8 years of this former
President. And there were a number of
reasons: wrong economic policies;
wrong investments; investing in people
who were very wealthy hoping that it
would trickle down; not enforcing our
trade laws; not stopping the incentives
to ship our jobs overseas; not paying
attention to manufacturing and mak-
ing things in this country; and, frank-
ly, not paying for things; two wars, not
paid for; Medicare prescription drug
benefit, not paid for—nothing was paid
for. Everything was put on the credit
card. And now the people who got us
into this ditch, amazingly, are arguing
for policies to take us back into the
ditch. They dug the ditch, and now
they want us to give them back the
shovel and get more shovels to dig a
bigger one.

We have a very different view and,
frankly, a different set of priorities on
whom we are fighting for. We are los-
ing the middle class of this country.
We are losing the middle class of this
country because of the policies that
have focused not on jobs, not on things
that matter to middle-class families,
working-class families, but on what the
privileged few care about.
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